
IIi REPLY
REFER TO:

United States Department of the Interior
MINERALS MANAGEMENT SERVICE

CENTRAL REGION

Oil Shale Offlce
131 N. 6th Street, Suite 300

Grand JunetLon, Colorado 8f501
(303) 245-6700 fltS: 322-0281

November L, L982

Mr. James Godlove, Direc
Environmental Affairs
Whlte Rlver Shale OiJ- Corp.
500 Prudentlal B1dg.
Salt Lake City, UT 84111

.Dear Mr. Godlove:

Re: P.unoff Retentioo Dam

The Oi1 Shale Office (OSO) has reviewed the WhLte Rlver Shale oi1 Corpor
tionts (I{RSOC) pLans to bul1d a retention dan to collect runoff from the
services area and to contaln mlne lvater which rr111 be punpeil from the
This office also revlewed the l{oodward-Clyde coneultantsr studies
geology and dan constructlon details and possible al-ternatlves
proposed dam.

Although not addressed in the studl-es on the retention dan, reLnJection
mlne water l-nto the Birdte Nest Zone would probably be the best approach
on-tract water mrnagement. If thls vLable a]-ternatLve is used, then
from the retention dam becomes l-ees slgnLfl-cant. Later, when process
beglns, a couple of well-placed snall- retention dams to contal-n water from
processing area and other areaa with potentLal undeslrable runoff could
detained, tested, and releasedr lf Dot contamLnated, to the large
retention dan. If contanlnated water ls detained ln these snal-l dams,
the water could be transferred to a pond for evaporatLon or treatment
remove problen contamlnants. Through euch slmple but selectLve controls,
large retentLon pond could renain a nonpolJ-uting containrnent pond. If
large retentLon pond becomea contaminated, water management optLons are 1os

Location of the dan ls sltghtly dlfferent than proposed ln the approved DDP
that the structure ls moved down drainage adJacent to the tract
This change plaees a srnall part of the dam
land. This proposed change is reasonable,
from other government agencles, possibly
because of the height and size of the dam.

and impoundment off-tract on
but requires additional penaitti
Lncluding the Corps of Engt

I{RSOCrs proposed design for the dam should ninlnize leakage from
impoundment. Only through a well-designed nonLtorlng plan, however,
potential leakage problens be detected and quantLfied. ThLs monitoring
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The 0S0 has deterrnlned 1) that the
from the orlgLnal plan, 2) that the
concerns (letter dated October 15,
nonltoring program, and 3) that the
plans in the approved DDP wtll cause

should be based upon results from an lnitlal well- drlLled down dralnage,
near the proposed dam.

proposed dam plan dlffers only
O11 ShaLe Envlronmental Advlsory

1982) wlll- be answered with an
deviation ln location from Lhe

no additional- inoacts on the environmen

The OS0 hereby approves the WRSOC plans for a runoff retention dam as outl-i
ln the Septenber L982 "Update of the Whlte River Shale ProJect Detal
Development Plan for Oil Shale Tracts U-a and U-b." Additional details we

contalned in a september 24, L982, subnittal to the Utah Bureau of ![at
Pollutlon Control and the previousJ-y cited subnlttal containing the
Clyde study. This approval j-s conditloned wlth the requirement of
acceptable monitoring pJ-an to be lmplemented prlor to usage of the
ments based on data from a test nel-l drlll-ect below the proposed dann.

addition, the dan must meet all Federal, State, and local requirements, a

all appltcable pernits must be obtained. This approval does not alter
plant growth material stockplLing and revegetatLon requirementa contained
the approved DDP.

Sincerely,

,,r-,g,lM,-*
Erl-c G. Eoffrnan
ActLng Deputy Minerals Manager
O11 Shale
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